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REMARKS 

This Amendment is in response to the Office Action mailed June 6, 2006. All ob- 
jections and rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Claims 1-33 are in the application. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 9-19, 21-23, 25, 26, 28 and 29 have been amended to better 
claim the invention. 

Claims 30 - 33 have been added to better claim the invention. 

At paragraph 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-29 as being 
un-patentable based on non-statutory double patenting over claims 1-79 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,323,853. An appropriate Terminal Disclaimer is filed herewith. As the Examiner 
has not rejected claims 2, 9, 28 and 29 over any art of record, Applicant believes that 
these claims are now allowable as the double patenting rejection has been traversed. 

By way of amendment, independent claim 1 has been amended to include the 
limitation of "comparing the second information retrieved from the local information 
source with second information retrieved from the remote information source." Land 
(U.S. Patent No. 7,051,019) does not teach, either alone or in combination with any of the 
art of record, this limitation. 

Applicant believes claims 2-28 should be in condition for allowance at least be- 
cause they depend from an allowable base claim. 
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Applicant believes that all claims are in condition for allowance and respectfully 
requests that the Examiner issue a Notice of Allowance. 

Should the Examiner feel personal contact is required to discuss this matter fur- 
ther, please do not hesitate to call the undersigned attorney at (617) 951-2500. 

Please charge any additional fee occasioned by this paper to our Deposit Account 
No. 03-1237. 

Respectfully submitted, 




)uane H. Dregef 
Reg. No. 48,836 

CESARI AND MCKENNA, LLP 
88 Black Falcon Avenue 
Boston, MA 02210-2414 
(617)951-2500 



17 



